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+ That Hush Money Conversation

By Lesley Oelsner._.
. Neto York Times

Washmg@m '

President :Nixon’s cnxef ‘

lawyer.defended Mr. Nixon
yesterday against sugges-

tions that he violated the .

law when he failed to report
to federal prosecutors, ‘as
soon as he found out, that
hush money had been pald
to the:Watergate burglars.*

““The President is the chief
law enforcement officers in
the country,” attorney
James D. St. Clair, said in
an intérview. S

The President’s legal obh-
gation ‘when informed of a
crime 1s simply “to’ seg”
that the' judicial process is
set in inotmn and carmed
out, St.i Clalr said.

And the ‘President did this
in the ease of the ‘hush mon-
ey payments, St. Clair said,
citing as proof ‘the fact that
seven men were indicted ten

- days ago on charges of con—

., whether Mr.
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spiring in the Watergate
coverup.

The suggestions of im-
proper behavior on the part

of the President were 1'a15ed ‘

last “week when Mr. leon

stated in his news conféer- -

ence that he had been told
last March 21 that payments
were made to the original
Watergate defendants for

therpurpose of keeping them -

quiet. Federal law requires
that: knowledge of the com-
mission of a felony he re-
ported to appropriate auth-
orities; violation of that law
1s an offense known - as

mlsprlson e 2

The day after the neis
conference, the White House
press office declined to ams-
wer questions regarding
Nixon may
have violated the law.

In the interview yester-

day, St. Clair conceded that"
whether Mr. Nixon “should

have’ reported the informa-
tion immediately “is a ques-
tion ‘on which people could
chifer ”

Buf because of the Pregsi-
dent’s role as chief law en-
forcement officer, he con-
tinued, ‘“‘whether it’s mis-
prison or not doesn’t make

tion.’

St.“Clair also said in the
interview that he does not
believe that the House of
RepreSentatlves will vote to
impeach the President..

Asked about the contro-
versy. surroundmg the Presi-
dent’s tax returns, the law-
yer seud that the subJe of
taxes “involves the Pr i-

dent personally” and is not .
part of his task as chief of |

the President’s legal team
on Watervate affiairs.

St. Clair, a 53 - year --0ld
lawyer from Boston known
for his mbamty as well as
his skill in the courtloom
todk the occasion of the in-
terview to suggest that John
W. Dean IIT — the Presi-
dent’s former counsel and
the sole person to D“lve fn'st -
hand testlmony agair
Nixon — is “no longer part
of the prosecution’s case” in

much sense as a legal qu%s- :
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“8t. Clair has previousiyis-.
sued a statement to ‘the
press attacking Dean s cred-
ibility: :

Yesterctay.- during the in-
terview in his 6ffice at the
Executive Office Building
across from the west wing of
the White House, he merely
pointed to a statement in
vesterday’s editions of the
New York Times — report-
ing that Dean had given two
different dates for the con-
versation in which he alleg-
edly’ discussed with Mr. Nix-

on ' the payment of hush 'y, cage and what St. Clair

. called

;‘}

money to the Watergate de-
fendants.

During the televised hear- |
ings before the Senate Wat-
ergate committee last sum-
mer, Dean said thatthe con-
ion " hiad oecurred
13, 1973. Subsequent-

ly, he told both the commit-
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' tee investigators and .the
grandjury that the:conver-
sation took place on March
21, 1973.

The special Watergate
prosecution has a ta]fe re-
cording of the March 21°
meeting; according fo St.
Clair, Dean’s testimony is -
not needed to describe what
occurred at that meeting.

St." Clair also made a point
of an apparent discrepancy
between a fact described in

. the grand jury indictment of -
' the seven men in the cover-

L

“sworn tsstimony”
before the Waterrfate com-
mittee.

The indictment states that
“on or about the eveﬁing of
March 21, 1973, Fred C. La-
Rue (former re-election
campaign official) arranged
for the delivery of approxi
mately $75,000 in cash to .
William. O. Bittman,” (for-
mer attorney for E. Howard
Hunt, one of the original
Watergate defendants). This
statement follows discussion
in the indictment of conver-
sations earlier that day in
which the payment was au-
thorized. ‘

A chart used at the‘com-
mittee hearings and includ-
ed in the record of the hear-
ing — and specifically re-
ferred to by St. Clair yester-
day — pegs this payment as
occurring on March 20. St.
Clair declined to speculate
on the meaning of it; how-
ever, his inference sbemed
clear — that if the payment
had occurred on the 20th and
not the 21st, it did not come
as a result of the March 21

" conversation. If Mr. Nixen

did ,not know of the pay-
ments until the 2ist, .he
would thus not be responm- .
blei o 1

Actual testimony before
the committee, by both Hunt
and LaRue, was unclear &s
to the date of the payment.




